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1.  Whatever  determines   movements  of  matter   is

itself matter in motion.

2,   Mind is not matter in motion ;

you must therefore admit the following conclusion :

Mind does not determine the movements of matter.
Ergo: You   are    a   supporter    of   the   Conscious
Automaton Theory.

Now there is no escaping from this cruel alternative,
once the major premise has been conceded. This is
shown on a big scale by the later history of Philosophy.
The Barbara syllogism was tried first and accepted by
Holbach, Lamettrie, Helv^tius and the rest. It was the
hey-day of Materialism. Gradually it became obvious
that such materialism was ridiculous, consciousness being
irreducible to a mode of motion. Camestres then came
into favour, and psychophysical parallelism into vogue.
Yes, and in our own day when so many find shelter
under the shadow of Huxley and Avenarius, this second
syllogism is still cherished as the germ and root of all
true Philosophy.

S. 4. What then are we to do ? One of two things. We
must either push on or retrace our steps, for to stand
where we are is to confess ourselves beaten. Either way
is a way out. Formally, the push-ahead method is the
better of the two ; i.e.t if we can show that the conclusion
of the second syllogism is quite as ridiculous as the
conclusion of the first, that it is quite as absurd to reduce
consciousness to complete inactivity as it is to reduce
it to a calculable mode of motion, we shall make it
impossible for our opponent to ferret out new middle
terms in order to prove the same old conclusion in
different ways, for the conclusion will have been disproved
once and for all.1

1 Moreover, we shall have the pleasure of meeting with Scepticism on the
way, for wherever there is a formally valid syllogism with a conclusion proved
to be materially false, and with premises asserted to be obvious, there will
Scepticism be found. Scepticism in fact is none other than an attitude of
philosophical sulks which persists in obstinately sticking to premises though all
the conclusions to which they lead have had to be given up. "I have one
conclusion in reserve," it says, "which becomes the more convincing the more